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A motion in favour of placing these amounts on the
estimates was made in 1906, and defeated by a large
majority, on the ground that the change would tend
to bring the Indian administration into party politics.
Accordingly   all   that   at   present   happens   is   that   a
detailed account of receipts and charges is annually laid
before Parliament together with a report, the quality
of which has incurred some criticism, upon the moral
and  material  progress  of  the  country.   A  motion  is
made  that Mr.  Speaker do  leave  the  chair- for the
House to go into Committee on the East India revenue
accounts; the motion made in Committee is declaratory
and formal; a general debate on Indian affairs is in
order, and the Secretary or Under-Secretary of  State
usually takes this opportunity  to  inform   the   House
about  any  important  matters  of   administration.   All
sums expended in England on behalf of India are also
' examined by an auditor who   lays   his   report   before
both Houses.   Because Parliament does not   vote   the
revenue of -India, it has not the same opportunity of
exercising the control over its administration as over
the great departments of the public  service in Great
Britain.   It is, of course, true that when any matter
of Indian administration attracts public interest Parlia-
ment  has the ordinary and  perfectly effective means
of making its opinion felt, by questions, by amend-
ments   to   the   address,   by   motions   to   adjourn,   by
resolutions or by motions of no confidence.   We have
no hesitation in saying, however, that the interest shown
by Parliament in Indian  affairs has  not  been  well-
sustained or well-informed.   It has tended to concern
itself chiefly with a few subjects, such as the methods
of dealing with political  agitation,   the   opium   trade,
or the cotton excise duties.   It may be well to record
that in India such spasmodic interferences are apt to
be  attributed  to  political   exigencies   at  Home.   We
note   that  Her   Majesty's   Ministers   did   not  feel  it
necessary to give effect to resolutions of the House of
Commons on the opium trade in 1889 and 1891, nor
about simultaneous examinations in India and England
for the Indian Civil Service in 1893, because they felt